OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION
77 South High Street, Room 1629
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0303
(614) 466-0880 C BAO @

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

NOTE: Applicant should consult the *Instructions for Complehon of Prolect Application®
for assistance in the proper completion of this form.
APPLICANT NAME City of Lincoln Heights
STREET 1201 Steffens Ave.
' Lincoln Heights
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohio 45215
PROJECT NAME Chester Road
PROJECT TYPE Road and Storm Sewer Replacement
TOTAL COST S 297,512.00
DISTRICT NUMBER 2
COUNTY Hami lton
PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE  __ scpic

This sectlon to be completed by Distict Committee ONLY:

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION
AMOUNT OF REQUEST: $§  225.779.00

J'I.H'-b e e ....- - . - - - - 1

FUNDING sounce (_Check Onlv Orie): - I SO

S’rm‘e lssue 2 Dlsfricf Ailocaﬂon

State Issue 2 Small Government Funds
State Issue 2 Emergency Funds

X Local Transportation Improvement Program

This sectlon to be completed by OPWC ONLY:

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER:
OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: &




1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.2

1.3

1.4

n

CONTACT PERSON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZiP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

city/zip
PHONE
FAX

PROJECT MGR
TITLE
STREET

CITY/zZIP
PHONE
FAX

CISTRICT LIAISON
TITLE
STREET

C‘I'I" Facd |
0l 4 bl

PHONE
FAX

Mr. Arthur Dawson
Safety Service Director -

1201 Steffen Avenue
Lincoln Heights
Cincinnatdi, QR 45215
é 513 ) __733 -~ 5900
) -

Ms. Jennifer Gray
Mayor
1201 Steffen Avenue
Lincoln Heights
Cincinnati, OH 45215

( 513 ) 733 - 5900

( ) -

Mr. Guy T. Westmoreland
Auditor
1201 Steffen Avenue
Lincoln Hediphts
Cincinnati, OH 45215

( 513 ) 733 - 5900

( ) -

Same as l.]l above

(- ) -

( ) - -

William Brayshaw

Deputy County Engineer

700 County Admipistration Building
138 Fast Court Street

Cincipnnati, Ohig ARZ07

( 513 ) 632 - 8523
) -




2.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

3.0

2.1

ENGR. DESIGN 1/
2.2 BID PROCESS s/ 15 / 90 6 / 15 / 90
2.3 CONSTRUCTION 7/

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE

15 / 90 4 [ 15 / 90

1 /90 12/ 1/ 99

PROJECT INFORMATION

3.1
3.2

3.3

PROJECT NAME: Chester Road
BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. SPECIFIC LOCATION: Project located on Chester Road which is

in the northwest section of Lincoln Heights. The work will be
on the full extent of Chester Road from Wayne Ave. to the point
where Chester Road enters the village of Woodlawn.

PROJECT COMPONENTS: Remove 4100 s.y. of existing pavement.
Replace pavement with 1-1/2" bit. conc. surface course, 2-1/2"
bit. cone. base course and 8" compacted dense graded aggregate.
Replace the deteriorated storm water system with 18 catch basins
and 2320 1.f. of curb and gutter.

PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS: Install 1225 1.f. of 24
wide 2 lane bit. cone. roadway and 2320 1.f. of 6" high curb with

18" gutter. Also, 18 catch basins and reinforced concrete pipe
ranging in diameter from 15" to 36" with a headwall for the 36"

pilpe.

DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY: The service capacity of the facility
will not be designed for expansion. Chester Road ig a residential
street in Lincoln Heights and connects with the village of Woodlawn.
Average daily traffic is estimated at 8400 vehicles (cars and
medium to light trucks).

REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION See attached certified

cost estimate and the statement on project useful life.

Aftach Pages.



'4.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION
PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Dollar):

i+

4.1

Q)

b)

c)
d)
e)
f

o)

4.2

4.3

4.4

b)
c)
d)

e) -—

4.5

4.6

Project Engineering Costs:
1. Preliminary Engineering
2. Final Design

3. Construction Supervision
Acquisition Expenses

1. Land

2. Right-of-Way
Construction Costs
Equipment Costs

Other Direct Expenses
Contingencies

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
NEW/EXPANSION

S_ 10,377.00
S__19,271.00
§ 17,000.00
S_ o0

S0

$_ 228.055.00
§ 0

S_ 0
$___22,810.00
$___297.512.00
$  297.512.00
8 0

PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

Local In-Kind Contributions
Local Public Revenues
Local Private Revenues
Other Public Revenues

1. State of Ohio

2. Federal Programs
OPWC Funds

STATUS OF FUNDS

i
Attach Documentation.

PREPAID ITEMS
Aftach Page.

" Dollars | %
10,000.00 3
61,733.00 21
225,779.00 76

100

$
$
)
$
5
$
S

TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES  §_ 2.97_’_512'00



5.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION

The Applicant Certifies That;

As the officlal representarive of ha Applicant. the undarsgned cerifies: hdr ha/sha is legaly empowerad to reprasant
e appllcant In both requesting cnd accepfing fnanctal essistanee o provided cnas; Chapter 164 of ma Uhio
Revisea Code: tharf to Ine pest af his/her knowledge and ballef, all reprasantafions mat ara a part of this eppticarion
are Irue and correct: that all ofclal documants and commitmants of the appicant har are a part of this apgilcation
have been duly auiharizad by the governing boay of the Applicant: and. shauld the requestad fnanclal esstanca
be provided. that In the execution of this project, the Appllcant will comply with all assurances required by Ohlo law.
Including those Invaiving minonty business urilzation. equal employmenr cppartunlty, Buy Ohlo, aond pravallng wages.

Jennifer Gray, Mavyor

Certifyirg, Represengbtive (Type Name and Title)

» oy
Sigﬁc—f?b’cfe y’gned P /

Applicant snall ciricle Ihe cppropriate response o tha stQrements.
In my project appilcation. | nave included the tallowing:

(YES7 NO Two-year Maintenancs of Local Effort Rapor cs required in 164-1-12 of
e Chio Adminisirative Code.

@ NG A registered professonal engineer’s estmare of wsed Iife s raquired In 164-1-13 of hs
Onio Aagminisirarive Cada.

@ NO A registered professional engineer’'s esimare of cost as requlred in 164-1-14 and 1&4-1-14
of the Ohla AdminisTallve Code.

@ NO Two (2} coples of g S-year Capital Improvemenis Recon have besn suomirred to my Distier
nregranng Cammities as raquired In 184-1-31 of ma Ohlo Adminisrative Codes.

@ NO A 'status of funds* reporr par saction 4.5 of this appficatton.

YES NO @ A copy of the cooperanve agreement (for profecis involving mare moan one subdivision).

@ NO  N/A Capies of all warrants for those Itams Icannfied as "mre-pala” In section 4.4 of tis

applicgtion.

.U DISTRICT COMMITIEE CERTIFICATICN

The District Integrafing Commitree for Distict Number 2 Certifigs
That:

As tha officlal reprasentativa of the Distict Publlc Waiks infegrating Commirtes, ihe underdgned hereoy carifles: that
his application for inanciol assstance as provided under Chapter 164 of Me Chls Suviea Cone hes been oty
ielactad by the appropriare baay of ma Distiier Publlc Warks infegranng Commnrea: nat the preject's talection woe
bassd entirely on an objecnve, Distict-arlentad sat of praject evaluation crtena and saleciion methedalagy that are
fully reflective of and In confarmenca with Chlo Revised Code Ssctlons 164.05, 184.04, and 164,14, and Chapter 1&4-
| of the Ohlo Admirisitative Cade: and that me gmount of financial assstance hereby recommencsa has been
prudently derived In consideration of all ather financlal resowrces avadabla ta the project. As evigencs of the
Olstrict's due consideration of required project evaluation criterla, the results of this project’s rotings undes such crtarg

Qre grrached fo his applcarion.

Donald, C. Schramm, Chairperson, Dist. 2 Integrating Committee _
Certifying Representative (Type Name and Title)

/ [/}%{ﬂ?




Year 1988 - No capital improvements projects undertaken

Year 1989 - Expenditures

5123
5126
5211
3294
5335
3370
5376
3400
3404
3405
3407
3426
5461
5476
5489
5496
5565

The above expenses for 1989 r
portions of Mangham Drive,

IWO-YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

5/05/89
5/09/89
5/25/89
6/07/89
7/05/89
7/19/89
71/20/89
8/01/89
8/01/89
8/02/89
8/16/89
8/22/89
8/30/89
8/30/89
8/30/89
9/07/89
9/26/89

Fisher and Son
Barrett Paving
Barrett Paving

Bushelman Supply Co.

Payroll/SHR
Payroll/SHMR
Asbury Fisher
Asbury Fisher

Bushelman Supply Co.

Valley Asphalt
Payroll/SMR
Payroll/SMR
Asbury Fisher
Valley Asphalt
Payroll/SMR

Bushelman Supply Co.

Valley Asphalt

TOTAL STREET REPAIR PROJECTS 1989

$ 4,103.66

358.13

4,484.38

52.24
801.15

2,721.58
1,975.00

56.00
252.60

5,251.29

3569.75

1,327.32

56.00
112.00

1,233.48

96.00

29.43
$23,480.01

esulted in temporary pavement overlays to
Lindy Avenue, Magee Avenue and Chicago Avenue.

All funds for these came from the City of Lincoln Heights General Fund.

EFFTREP/WPINPUT/103089

Opde.

L

£>/ JenniftAr Gray, Hayor ‘/V



CHESTER ROAD PROJECT
LINCOLN HEIGHTS
OCTOBER 30, 1989

Useful Life

Upon completion of detailed plans and satisfactory completion of the

work, the useful life of the Road and Stormvater System Replacement Project
will be 20 years.

Cost Estimates

The opinions included in this applicatien for "Preliminary Construction
Cost" and "Project Costs" are realistic at this time.

The estimates are
subject to adjustment upon completion of detailed plans and receipt of bids by
a qualified contractor.

11
\\\\\““ ' lolg" ”I/,
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P‘AL - \\\\\
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Elbert C.M.E.




PRELIMINARY CONSTRUCTION ESTINATE FOR CHESTER ROAD - CITY OF LINCOLN HEIBHTS

October 30, 1989

--~MATERIAL---  --INSTALLATION--
unit extended unit  extended
Buantity units cosk cost cost cost  TOTAL
=== DEMOLITION =s= s===
1 Bituminous Paving 4100 s.y. $4.20 417,423 517,425
8" thick
2 Excavate existing
sub-base 830 c.y, $1.90  $1,275  $1,275
3 Hauling
4 aile roundtrip 1700 c.y, $2.00 53,400 $3,400
=== [NSTALLATION
4 Bituminous Concrete 4100 5.y, $9.00 $36,900 - $6.00 424,600 $61,500
Paving 24! including
1,3* surface, 2,5 "
base, 8" DA
3 Concrete Drivevay 1080 s.1. $1.25  %1,350 §2.00 2,160 43,510
approaches, 10" x6? x4"
w/vire and 4" stone
6 Concrete Curb & 2320 1.1, §2.00 44,640 $4.50 $10,440 $15,080
gutter
7 Catch Basing 18 ea. $500.00 $9,000  $900,00 $15,200 $25,200
precast conc, w/
4" i.d.x6' deep
frame & cover
8 Reinforced Conc, 5" 350 1.1, $3.00 1,730 $16.00 $5,R00 47,350
Pipe including 18" 200 1.1, $6.00  $1,200 §18.00 $3,600 44,0800
trenching, bedding, 24" 350 1.1, $8.00 44,400 §24.00 $13,200 $17,600
backfiil, dressing 30" 200 1.1, $10.00  $2,000 $32.00 $6,400 $8,400
3" B0 1.1, $13.00 $1,040 $36,00 62,880 $3,920
9 Concrete headwall 1 ea, $475.00 $475 $2,000,00 $2,000 2,475
w/3'vingwalls (36%)
10 Flagmen for traffic 86 days $420.00 836,120 436,120
control
{1 Utility Relocation { $20,000.00 $20,000 $%20,000
Allovance
Sub-Tatal $224, 093
Contingency $22,810
TOTAL PRELIMINARY CONSTRUCTION ESTIMATE $250, 863

NOTE: Extengad costs are rounded to the

---------
---------

nearest dollar,



MAYOR
JENNIFER GRAY

ity of Livcoln Heights
1201 Steffens Avenue
Lincoln Heights, Cincinnati, Ohic 45215

(513) 733-5900

October 31, 1989

STATUS OF FUNDS REPORT

This is to certify that by j15-37-80 __ the amount

of § 71,735.00 will be available for use as the required

local matching funds in connection with the City's application for
financial assistance through the District 2 Integrating Committee.
The source of the city's local matching funds will come from the
city's general fund which is currently appropriated for this

purpose.

CITY OF LINCOLN HEIGHTS

Chief Executive Qffice

Chief Fiscal Officer:

Wes;ﬂbreland /
Audit
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STATE OF OHIQ

INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM

DISTRICT 2, HAMILTON COUNTY

PROJECT APPLICATION

ey

S s g

et e e & TN e b M e e o gy e

.Jurisdiction/Agency: City of Lincoln Heights .Population .(1980Q): 5259

Project Title: Chester Road

Project Identification and Location: Located in the northwest corner of

Lincoln Heights f,,n Wayne Avenue to the Village of Woodlawm.

Type of Project: Rehabilitation D Replace Betterment~ D

(Mark more than one box if there are expansion elements such as 2
lane bridge being replaced with a &4 lane bridge)

Explanation of Betterment Elements of Project*: N/A

Road @ Bridge D Flood Control System (Stormwater) @
Solid Waste Disposal Facilities D Waste Water Treatment Systems D
Starm Water and Sanitary Cellectian Storage & Treatment Facilities m
Water Supply Systemns Ej

Detailed Description of Praoject**: Remove 4100 §.Y. of existing pavement and

replace with 1-1/2" surface course, 2-1/2" bit. conc. base course and 8" compacted d.g.a.

. Replace the deteriorated stormwater system with 2320 1.f. curb and gutter, 18 catch basin

and concrete piping from 15" in diameter to 36" in diameter.

Type of Issue 2 Funds: District 2 @g Small Government E]
. . —
Water/Sewer Rotary E] Emergency L

“ See definition of Betterment attached.
- gf\tta&:h additional sheets if necessary.

Page 1



Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is similar
the infrastructure of this project, what percentage can be classif
as being poor to very poor in condition, adequacy and
serviceability.

Typical exampies are:

Road percentage= Miles of road that are poor to very paoar
Total mileage of road within jurisdiction

Storm percentage= Length of storm sewers that are poor tg very pa
© - == = Total length of .storm sewer within jurisdiction

Bridge percentage= Number of bridges that are paor tao very poor
Number of bridges within jurisdiction

/¥ Zoﬂa@ /o84 7> /ag, /‘%o(,_

~" -
What is the condition of the infrastructure to be replaced
repaired? For bridges, base condition on latest general appraisal «

condition rating.

Closed e Fair to poor X _(roadway)
Extremely poor X (stormwater) Fair
Poor Good

- Give a bYrief statement of the nature af the deficiency of th
present facility such as: inadequate load capacity (bridce}, surfac
type and width, structural condition of surface, substandard: ber:
width, grades, curves, sight distances, drainage structures, sanitar
sewers, and water mains. List the age of the infrastructure to b
repaired or replaced using one of the follawing categories: less tha
20 years, 20-29 years, 30-39 'years, 40-49 years, S0 years or older

Age of facility approx. 20:years: ' ‘Stormwater ‘system does not carry the water away

and has thereby caused numerous flooding of the homes in the area and thereby a

health hazard., The existing roadway is presently teoo high to accommodate con-

ventional curb and gutters and will need to be lowered.

Page 2



If State Issue 2 funds are awarded, how soon (in weeks o-r manth
after completion of the agreement with OPWC waould the apening of bi:

?
occur: 5 months

M Flease indicate the current status af the project development i
circling the appropriate answers below.

a) Has the Cansultant been selected?...c...eeen.... Yes @ N/

B) Preliminary development or engineering campleted? Yes N/f

€) Detailed construction plans completed?.......... Yes - - =Nk
d) All right-of-way acquired?. et it ittt ereaaas No N/F
@) Utility coordination completed?......oeemnonn... Yes @ N/ ¢

Give estimate of time, in weeks or manths, to complete any item aba-
not yet completed. a) 1 week, b) 2 months, e¢) 1 month, d) N/A, e) included

in b and ¢ time frames.

How will the proposed infrastructure activity impact the genersa
health, welfare, and safety of the service area.

M lhere applicable, comment an the following:

a) Overall safety, including ~accident reduction (Accident recorc
should be attached, if availahle}. New road grades will remove shoulder

"dropoffs" and reduce the l1ikelihood of accidents.

b) Emergency vehicle response time (fire, police, & medical)

See a) above

c) Other factors {i.e., tire protection, health nazards, etc.i

Improved stormwater system will eliminate flooding and associated health hazards

d} Additional User .Costs - The additional distance and time for th
’ users to travel a detocur cr anm alternate route

B No-éignifi'éént additional user costs are anticipated.

e) When project is completed, how will it impact adjacent businesses?

Improve appearance and availability to public.

Page 3



Are matching funds available? (i.e. Federal, State, MRF, Local, etc.!
To what extent of anticipated construction cost? 107 loeal

M List the type and amount of funds being supplied by the loc
agency. This amount may be from laocal, Federal, State, Municipal Rc
Fund (MRF}, or other sources. Explain additional funding throu
other sources being applied for or received for the project. Alec
explain any need to accumulate funds for construction at a later dat
Complete LOCAL FUNDING SOURCES on Page 4.

B The local agency shall supply a minimum of 10% of the anticipat
construction cast. Additionally, the local agency shall pay for =

“costs- of engineering,” ‘inspection 'of constructiaon, right-of way, a

the betterment portion of the project. Complete ESTIMATED COST
PROJECT, on Page 4.

Has any formal action by a federal, state, cor local government agenr
resulted in a partial ban or complete ban of the use or expansion
use for the involved infrastructure? '

M Are there any roads or streets within the propaosed project limi
that have weight limits (partial ban) or truck restrictions (comple
ban)? Have any bridges had weight limits imposed on them {(parti

.Ban) or truck prohibitions (complete ban)? Have the issuance of n

Building permits been limited (partial ban) or halted {complete ba
because the existing storm/sanitary sewer or water supply system in
particular area 1is inadegquate? Document with specific informatic
explaining what type of ban currently exists and the agency th
impcsed the ban.

No, not at this time.

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as
result of the oroposed project? Use appraopriate criteria such
households, traffic counts, ridership figures for public transi:
daily users, etc., and equate to an equal measurement of usars.

™M For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Dai
Traffic by 1.2 occupants per car (I.T.E. estimated conversian facto
to determine users per day. Ridership figures for pubiic transit mu-

-be documented. -Where the facility currently has any restrictions «
is partially closed, use documented traffic counts prior
restriction. For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, a:

other related facilities, multiply the number of households in tt
service area by four (4) to determine the approximate number of use:

per day. __ Estimated that 8400 vehigles travel Chester Road dailv,

8400 vehicles x 1.2 = 10,080 persons.

Page 4



-

LRRES “rpllCcdant nas conducied a stuay of 1is existing capit
improvements and their conditian. A Tfive year averall Capit
Improvement Plan (that shall be updated annually) is attached or
file with the District 2 Integrating Committee for the current year
shall be submitted by March 31 of the program year. The Plan shaz

include the following:

tal  loprovements, including tne

(X

al An  inventary of existing cap
condition,

B) A plan that details capital improvements needs during the next fi
years and,

~€) A list _of._.the political  subdivision's _priorities in addressi

these needs.

The attached Faorm 1! shall be completed for those projects which a
being submitted for Issue 2 funds.

Is the infrastructure to be improved part of a facility that h
regional significance? (Number of Jjurisdictions served, size
service area, trip lengths or lengths of route, function

classification)

Chester Road joins the City of Lincoln Heights with the Village of

Woodlawn and other villages beyond.

FPage S



Woa § k=l ALY L U A T TN s ) uflesLer nodda

ACTIVITY ISSUE 2 FUNDS LOCAL FUNDS

Planning, Design, Engineering (100% locald % _29.648
Right-0f-Way/Real Property (1004 Local) 3 ~0-
Inspection ef Construction (100% Local} s 17,000
Construction and Contingencies.. s 223,779 . $ 25,085
Betterment Portion (100% Local) s _~0-

Subtotal s 225,779 s 71,733 *e
Grand Total (Issue 2 Funds Plus Local FundS)eeeeeaneen § 297,312

LOCAL FUNDING SOURCES

Municipal Road Fund (MRF) %
State Fuel & License Funds 5
Local Road Taxes 3
Local Bond or Operating Funds %
Misc. Funds (Specify) General Funds % 71,733

Total Local Funds $ 71,733 £

#% These numbers must be identical

Note: OPWC "Aﬁplication for Financial Assistance® uses a different method
to calculate local funding requirements.

i
Page &



il 2 1Ml LM UVENIEING LM

LOCAL ABILITY TO PAY

A. Previous Capital Budget For Infrastructure Projects#

Budget is based on(gggenditures)nr appropriations?* (Circle one)
Funding (in thousands % of TOTAL " % of TOTAL Capital
of dollars) expendi tures/ budget USED FOR

appropriations INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
S 1§86 sl T o ~0- ¥ -0- %
1987 % -0~ -0- % =0- %
1988 s -0- -0~ % -0- %
1989 s 23,480.00 . 100 v 100 v
(est.) |
B. Projected Capital Budget For Infrastructure Projects«
Budget is based on expenditures or appropriations?* (Circle one)
Funging (in thousands % of TOTAL 4 aof TOTAL Capital
of dollars) expenditures/s budget USED FOR
appraopriations INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT
1990 s___ 71,735 100 b 100 4
1991 s__ 195,000 100 % 100 4
1992 $ - 65,000 100 % 100 )3

* Use only funds expended or appropriated for construction CONTRACTS.

Briefly explain any siénifi:ant Reduction (10% or more) in proiect:
expendi tures ar apprepriations for 1989-92 as compared to actu.
expenditures or appropriations for previcus years. (It is the intent .
Issue 2 to SUPPLEMENT local capital funds, not REPLACE them.)

No reduction of l0Z or more in anticipated fund expenditures. The community is striving

to increase funds available to meet the requirements for Issue 2 projects.

Page 7



Does the Jurisdiction wutilize any of the fallowing methods for fundir
sources? (circle answer)

Local inComME taX.ieoeereweennncenonnnn (f%%) No
Permissive license plate fe€.c.v.vnn.. @@
Bridge and road levies....... ceeanrena Yes (Tﬁi:
Tax increment financing and/or........ C%;)
capital improvement bond issues
e Direct USEr FEES. ... iiieneecnnncnnana. Yes Na. ..
Permit fees and fines..uueioncnnnnnn. GEED No

i3.) AUTHORIZATION

The applicant hereby affirms that local funds will be provided if thi
project is selected.

Note: Attach with applicatiaon

T any photographs, reports, plans or
other available data an the
project.
City of Lincoln Heights

1201 Steffens Avenue - Lincoln Heights Jennifer Gray
Name
Cincinnati OH 45215 Mavor
Address Fosition
(513) - 733-5900 City of Lincoln Heights
Phone (Work) Local Jurisdiction/Agency

Page B



NOTE THAT THIS FORM IS BEING OFFERED FOR
APPLYING JURISDICTION/AGENCIES: INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY. IT WILL BE
. FILLED QUT BY THE SUPPORT STAFF, BASED ON
INFORMATION SUPPLIED ON APPLICATION FORMS.

OHIO'S INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE $2)
DISTRICT 2 - BAMILTON COUNTY

1990 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA

JURISDICTION/AGENCY: Linco/n He:gh-l-s

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION: [HT Qool-zsa'

Chester  Koad  Improvements  from Wayne Avenve 1o
the \illage of Woodlawn

PROPOSED FUNDING:

W %o sspe 2 10% LocAt

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:

lesve 72

POINTS
(O 1. Type of Project

10 points - Bridge, road, storm water.
3 points - All other type projects.

< 2. If Issue 2 Funds are awarded, how soon after the agreement
) with OPWC is completed would bids occur?
Hhey sy 3 moaths
10 points - Will be let in 1990
5 points - Likely to be let in 1990
0 points - Not likely to be let in 1990




; \g\; 5.

10 6.

What is the condition and/or serviceability of the
infrastructure to be replaced or repaired. For bridges, base
condition on latest general appraisal and condition rating.

10 points - Closed

8 points - Extremely Poor
6 points - Poor

4 points - Fair to Poor

2 points -~ Fair

0 points - Good

Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is
similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be classified as being in poor to very poor in condition,
and/or inadequate in service.

10 points - 50% and over
8 points - 40% and over
6 points - 30% and over
4 points - 20% and over
2 points - 10% and over

How important is the project to the health, welfare and
safety of the public and the citizens of the district and/or
the service area?

10 points - Significant importance
8 points -

6 points - Moderate importance

4 points -

2 points - Minimal importance

What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

\¢ 20, points - Poor
“ M points -
w32 points - Fair

4 8 points -

17 & points - Excellent

Are matching funds for this project available? (i.e.,
Federal, State, MRF, Local, etc.). To what extent of

estimated construction cost?

10 points - More than 50%

8 points - 40-50% and over
6 points - 30-49% and over
4 points - 20-29% and over
2 points - 10-19% and over



[) 8. Has any formal action by a Federal, State or local
governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of
the use or expansion of use for the involved infrastructure?
This includes reduced weight limits on bridges.

10 points - Complete ban
5 points - Partial ban
0 points - No action

g% 4‘ 9. wWhat is the total number of existing users that will benefit
M as a result of the proposed project. Use appropriate
criteria such as households, traffic count, public transit,
daily users, etc. and equate to an egqual measurement of

persons.

5 points - Over 10,000

4 points - Over 7,500 to 9,999 .
3 points - Over 5,000 to 7,499

2 points - Over 2,500 to 4,999

1 points - Under 2,449

422 10. Does the infrastructure have regional impact? (May consider
size of service area, trip length or total length of route,
number of jurisdictions, functional classification, etc.)

5 points - Major impact

4 points -

3 points - Moderate impact
2 points -

1 points -~ Minimal impact

% TOTAL POINTS

=t 2 — /& pE B s ///7—// 55

Reviewer Names < Date




